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AfUr Final Office Action of December 28, 2007 

REMARl gS 

Claims 16-33 are pending in this application. By this paper, no claims have been 
amended, cancelled or added. Favorable reconsideration is respectfully requested in light of the 
following remarks. 



I, Formal Matters 

1 . Applicant thanks Examiner Pendleton for providing the indication that claims 1 6-26 
contain allowable subject matter. 

2, Applicant thanks Examiner Pendleton for providing the indication that dependent 
claim 28 is objected to as containing allowable subject matter. However, Applicant respectfuUy 
submits that base, independent claim 27 is allowable over the art of record and therefore 
respectfully decUnes the invitation to amend claim 27 to include the limitations of dependent 
claim 28 at this time. 

n-3S U.S,C,8 102 

The Office action rejected claims 27 and 29-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) overU,S. Patent 
No. 5,699,438 to Smith TSmith"). The rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action indicates tfiat Smith discloses the following limitations of independent 
claim 27: ""an attachment member mtesTallv formed with said inner suiface of the trim panel, 
wherein the attachment member includes means for simultaneously ramnin^ and rotatinnnlly 
moving the acoustic device about an axis extending through the acoustic device and trim panel 
to axially move the acoustic device relative the trim panel about the axis'' (emphasis added). 
Applicant lespecttully disagrees. 

Firstly, the Office Action indicates that the claimed "attachment member" is shown at 
"74, 76, 80, 82" m Smith. See Office Action at page 2, However, as seen in Smith's Figure 2 
below, "74, 76" are locking flanges of a locWng member "70" and "80, 82" are slots of a 
headliner substrate "30." Tlie lockmg member "70" is not integral with Smith's "substrate," 
which is seen at "30", and therefore, the locking flanges "74, 76" are also not integral with the 
substrate. 
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Accordingly, in view of the above. Applicant respectfully asks how "74, 76" of Smith 
can support a rejection of the claimed attachment member being inteeral with the trim panel 
"30", when, in fact. Smith's "trim panel " at "30" does not integtaUy include the locking flanges 
"74, 76"? Thus, Smith does not anticipate the invention in at least this respect and the rejection 
should be \vididrawn. 

Secondly, the Office Action mdicates that Smith discloses the claimed "means for 
simultaneously ramping and rotationally moving" "vifl teg "75" in figure 2. . .see rotation of 
member "70" and compression which is facilitated via the latgOi of leg "75, " as discussed in 
Col 4:59-62" See Office Action at page 2. Applicant xespectfully disagiees. 

Although the Office Action indicates that the above limitation is anticipated at column 4. 
hnes 59-62. Applicant is unable to locate this aUeged teaching. Accordingly, Smith appears to 
teach the following steps for mounting the speaker to the trim panel at column 4, line 63 - 
column 5, line 16: 
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For installatioiL the speakfir w Tnfflinlftd to (be locking 
member 70 fart wttb flaages 74- Tt en gftgiwg al<ts5S. 60. 
d9 NGact.teiab6 4Z,64ofdieq)eB](cTlIa]ige9TOalIgBed^ 
slots 82, 80 of l!be headUner nbsiraiB 30 and are |msed 
downtwdly Hcwg Oie flcxifale beadliiia submie materiAL 

5 

sumdeuly to allow tabs 62, « to pas9 daroi^ speaker 

mOtintia(t apcrtcre 81 of the Aeadlinrr mhrfrate 3in<y ^^Ictt tfaft 

siu£»ce 38 of (be bcadtincr salKtroe in tfie area adjacent ihe 
apeioire 8L Tbc fle^e oaoro of Ifae headUner snbstnieSO 
allows deflection of Ukc licadliiicr aiouod Che perq^bciy of 5 
mountUig npermc 81 sufficient to allov tabs 53. (4 to dear 
me lower surface 38 of the headliner substrate viucti time 
tfac speaker and loddog member or ring 70 ate is^o^ 
ftppniximatdy asiil the raked mmtc lands 79 of the 
kKto£ flgflges of nmiDber 7l» snap iron xg^ imfriocfc wirfa lO 
lod^g slots . 82 thereby kx^ the ^caker in podtiim 
with respect to the headlinec. Id this position, as best tteni in 
FIG. S, tiie flisi crupper surface 61 of each of the labs 62. 
64 engage dbc seoood sarfaoc 38 of ti» hcadliw snbal^ 
30 ia aa area ajouad the peripfie<y of opening 81, a^psmi- is 
marely 90* from the mtiy situs 99, 82. B is noted that Che 

As seen above, first, the speaker (50) is mounted to the locking member (70). Then, tabs (62, 

64) of the speaker (50) are pressed into slots (80, 82) of the headliner (30). Then, the speaker 

(50) and locking ring (70) are rotated such that lands (79) of the locking ring (70) engage the 

headliner (30). 

In view of the above summary, Applicant is able to locate mention of rotation of the 
speaker (50) (wifli the locking ring) at column 5, line 8; however. Applicant notes that there is 
no mention of the simuhaneous ramping and rotation of the speaker as the speaker is mounted 
to the headliner. Applicant submits that "compression" alleged by the Office Action does not 
encompass *Vamping" and respectfully asserts ttiat equating compressing with ramping is 
improper. 

Fiutfier, Applicant respectfully asks the following question: how may the speaker (50) be 
rotated and ramped about Smith's alleged integral attachment member at "74, 76" when, in fact. 
Smith's speaker (50) is mounted to the locking ring (70) that actually indud^^ tlie locking 
flanges / alleged integral attachment member (74, 76)? Given the above. Applicant submits that 
Smith does not disclose, teach or suggest at least this feature and, therefore, Smith is unable to 
anticipate the claimed invention. 

Wiftdrawal of the rqection of clahn 27 is hereby requested. Claims 28^33 depend from 
claim 27 and mclude allowable limitations. Allowance of claims 27-33 is hereby requested. 
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ConclusioTi 

la view of the above amendment, applicant believes the pending application is in 
condition for allowance. 

Applicant believes no fee is due with this response. However, if a fee is due, please 
charge our Deposit Account No. 50-3 145, under Order No, 209546-97839 frotn which the 
undersigned is authorized to draw. 



Dated: ^Jlfo 



2P 




ly sub: 




OAKLAND. 1400480. 1 



Thorflis J, Appl/fedom 

Registration No.; 59,348 
HONIGMAN MILLER SCHWARTZ AND 

COilNLLP 
38500 Woodward Avenue 
Suite 100 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48304-5048 
. (248) 566-8522 
Attorney for Applicant 
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